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Re: (no subject) 
11/21/2002 2:39:32 PM Central Standard Time 


PLMossman 
EricNumis 





In a message dated 11/21/2002 12:56:08 PM Eastern Standard Time, EricNumis writes: 


His article is superb but he does not say whether the small St. Patrick is a farthing or halfpence or why there 
is a difference of design and text between the two sizes. 


Hello Eric; 
Brian's address is:  brianinalbany@aol.com 


You are so right. While I was reviewing the paper for Brian, I had asked him about the 
denomination issue which he answered to some extent in the 4th paragraph on p. 2396. 


Also I wondered that with so many dies, was there any evidence of central figure 
hubbing? To my line of thinking, it would have been terribly expensive to have made 
every die from scratch. 


C4 was very good but many in the group are so wound up in classifying the counterfeit 
halfpennies of George III. I think it is an almost impossible task unless one starts to use 
photo overlays to try and distinguish if there is some common central hubbing. With so 
much hand die cutting and finishing, it appears that most of the dies are different. There 
must have been a tremendous number of die pairs in that series. I guess that you have to 
start somewhere. 


Best regards, 
Phil 
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St. Patrick coinage 
12/09/2002 2:37:42 PM Central Standard Time 


Brianinalbany 
EricNumis 





Hello Eric, 


| appreciated very much receiving you kind comments on my St. Patrick article. In reply to your questions, | 
can offer the following: 


1) central hub possibilities: | do NOT know if a central hub was used in minting the St. Patrick coppers. The 
basic technology was available to Blondeau although it was in its infancy stage of development. Stan 
Stephens (email: sstephens@hsc.wvu.edu) who has been working with John Griffee on attributing this 
coinage believes that a hub was not used although he is not sure yet since he was not looking for this feature 
in the past. This is a point than needs additional research. | know that you have a number of St. Patrick 
coppers. What is your opinion on this matter ?? 


2) the issue of halfpence and farthings: | am NOT sure what was Blondeau's intent. There is a significant 
difference between these two copper types. It would make sense that they were farthings and halfpence as 
circulated in Ireland. The fact that the halfpence weighs less than twice that of the farthing is not significant 
tome. That they appear so different is important. Further, Irish tokens have a long history of have various 
denominations ascribed to them without a corresponding exact correlation as to weight. What are your 
thoughts on this matter ?? 


3) the collar: it is my understanding that the collar could have been one of two types -- the collar itself was 
either reeded/grained or that Blondeau placed a reeded/grained metal strip along the wall of the collar. Jn 
producing the bullion coinage of the 1660s that had an inscribed edge, Blondeau inserted a metal strip. As to 
how the coin was removed from its collar, this could occur by two methods. One was to employ a "segmented 
collar" that would enable the coin to be released. The other was to angle the collar so that it could be popped 
out by the blow of a wooden hammer. 


4) silver pieces: John Griffee ( email: stpatrickone@aol.com) has attributed a significantly large sample of 
Silver St. Patrick coins. He might be a good source for discussion of this point. 


5) gold pieces: My understanding is that there are two known examples. One is the fogey at the ANS and 
another that is thought to be real. 1 believe that Mike Hodder of Stacks is my source for that information. 


| know that | have not answered all of your questions. ‘That is the joy of research <- one is never done with 
addressing all the points that apply to this most interesting coinage. | would enjoy hearing any of your 
comments that might derive from your examining your personal St: Patrick's, for your insights would be quite 
valuable. 

| look forward to hearing from you. 


Enjoy the holidays. Cheers, Brian 
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KENNETH BRESSETT 
P.O. Box 60145 
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80960 





Phone: (719) 579-8217 e-mail: kbressett @ pcisys.net Fax: (719) 579-8012 


December 14, 2002 


Brive’, 


I checked my file last night and found only your writings 
about the Hancock Washington pieces. No information about 
the edge devices. 


1 aiso- took time this morning te try and better understand 
the nature of the Saint Patrick pieces. I had no intention 
of looking into these curious pieces at this time, but the 
correspondence between you and Danforth piqued my interest. 


The aspect that most interested me concerns your question 
to me as to whether this article changed my mind about how 
the Willow Tree coins of Massachusetts were minted. I can 
Stace emphatically that it ‘:did not, and I hope that -you may 
now reconsider your theory about a screw-press being used. 
Here are some of my observations. I will expand upon any of 
them if you wish: 


I think that Danforth is correct in crediting Blondeau with 
minting the St. Patrick pieces. The only likely minters are 
Blondeau and Ramage, and Blondeau seems the most probable. 
He had the opportunity, the equipment and the motivation to 
make such pieces. On the other hand, Ramage had almost the 
same opportunity, and he could have used the services of 
Roiter who, I believe, possibly engraved the dies. The 
detailed facial features of the King, and the symbolisms 
usear are hallmarks of his \|skillful work. 


As to the date when these pieces were made, it seems likely 
that they were not made during the Commonwealth because the 
legends are in Latin instead of English. I would speculate 
that they were made no earlier than during the second reign 
of Charles II. Assuming that Blondeau made these pieces, 
the outside window of opportunity for this coinage seems to 
be 1654-1672. The most likely range is 1663-1672. This fits 
nicely with Danforth's speculation that they were made A 


1667-1669. Something that no one else has mentioned is that 
some of the pieces have a curious number "8" as a privy 
mark “.It- seems possible thet this ;could rerer) tosieoe. 


What were the denominations? We may never know, but I am 
convinced that they were not farthings and halfpennies. I 
do believe that when they were taken to New Jersey, the 
smaller pieces were pressed into circulation as halfpence. 
Other than that, there is no evidence of their intended 
face value. Assuming they were made in the 1660's they 
would have been considerably heavier than anything else 
then in circulation. The local tokens they were supposed to 
replace were only a fraction of the size and weight of the 
Saint Patrick pieces. At that time the Royal Mint had no 
burning interest in producing minor coins, and not enough 
copper to make heavy pieces. 


Further, the St. Patrick pieces are intentionally made in a 
style that would be better suited to precious metal coins. 
The reeded edge and brass security splasher were too costly 
and certainly not needed for heavyweight copper coins. It 
seems to me that the two sizes of St. Patrick pieces were 
intended as patterns for higher denominations, possibly the 
shilling and half-crown. The silver and gold strikings are 
obviously largess pieces or experimental items and not part 
of the larger production. 


I believe that the mass of St. Patrick pieces were made as 
Petition Tokens in order for Blondeau to secure a patent to 
make coins for Ireland. He quite possibly made them for 
Lord Ormand. The production was large enough to be placed 
into circulation,’ but too.costiy to, Sustain further ecenage 
whether as minor copper coins or token representing higher 
denominations. 


Blondeau's secret production methods were indeed secret. He 
did not share them with the Tower Mint even while he worked 
for them on improving their equipment in 1662. Instead, he 
worked at Drury House, using the five screw-presses that he 
had purchased from Poland. It is significant that even the 
Tower Mint could not seem to afford such heavy equipment at 
that time. 


Was Blondeau's "secret" really a super efficient production 
method? I see no evidence of that, and it seems that it may 
have been more of a hoax than a real innovation. Consider 

the time involved in making dies that broke frequently; the 


large number of dies that were used; the time that it took 

to apply the brass splasher to each blank prior to striking 
and the mecessity of extracting each coin from the collar, 

if that was indeed the way he applied the reeded edge. 


In my opinion, the reeded edge on these coins was applied 
by the old "Castaing" method, not as a one-stroke operation 
as Blondeau wanted the Mint to believe. An examination of 
these coins shows that they all have an "upset" or "milled" 
edge that could only have been applied before the coins 
were struck. This is further confirmed by a coin that was 
in the Norweb collection (No. 2337) that shows evidence of 
the reeding having been applied before the design was 
struck. In your own writing in The Numismatist, 1969, you 
state, "the milled edge could only be accomplished by the 
planchets being squeezed and rolled between bars in a 
Castaing machine." 


These observations call for a conclusion that the Saint 
Patrick pieces were made as Petition Tokens, and that they 
were slow and costly to produce. Blondeau was lying about 
his production efficiency (and the Tower Mint employees 
called him a liar). He was putting his own money into 
making these coins and gambling on getting a future patent 
ObvMeConteract. 


Now, considering these interpretations, I have to conclude 
Phat minting. in the mid 17° century was complicated and 
even the Tower Mint could not keep up with innovations and 
improvements of the time. Blondeau was clever, but he keep 
his methods secret for a long time. It was not until 1679 
that the French Mint figured things out and improved on his 
methods to the point that they could use them. The Tower 
did not used Blondeau's methods even after they knew about 
them (after his death in 1672) when copper planchets were 
available from Sweden. 


Alivor thie 1s auylengthy way of Saying that I am convinced 
that a screw-press was not used for minting the small issue 
Of Willow Tree coins in Massachusetts prior to 1660. If the 
Tower Mint could not afford or understand the technique at 
that time, it certainly was not available to the struggling 
New Englanders. And if John Hull did have one, it certainly 
would not have been abandoned in 1660 in favor of the more 
primitive sway press that was used for the next ten years. 
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Subj: St. Patrick Tokens 
Date: 42/14/2002 4:04:23 PM Central Standard Time 


From: kbressett@pcisys.com (Ken Bressett) 
To: EricNumis@aol.com (Eric Newman) 
CC: Brianinalbany@aol.com 





irene. 


I checked my file last night and found only your writings about the Hancock 
Washington pieces. No information about the edge devices. 


I also took time this morning to try and better understand the nature of the 
Saint Patrick pieces. I had no intention of looking into these curious pieces at 
this time, but the correspondence between you and Dr. Danforth piqued my 
interest. 


The aspect that most interested me concerns your question to me as to whether 

this article changed my mind about how the Willow Tree coins of Massachusetts 

were minted. I can state emphatically that it did not, and I hope that you may 
now reconsider your theory about a screw-press being used. 

Here are some of my observations. I will expand upon any of them if you wish: 


I think that Danforth is correct in crediting Blondeau with minting the St. 
Patrick pieces. The only likely minters are Blondeau and Ramage, and Blondeau 
seems the most probable. He had the opportunity, the equipment and the motivation 
to make such pieces. On the other hand, Ramage had almost the same opportunity, 
and he could have used the services of Roiter who, I believe, possibly engraved 
the dies. The detailed facial features of the King, and the symbolisms used are 
hallmarks of his skillful work. 


As to the date when these pieces were made, it seems likely that they were not 
made during the Commonwealth because the legends are in Latin instead of English. 
I would speculate that they were made no earlier than during the second reign of 
Charles II. Assuming that Blondeau made these pieces, the outside window of 
opportunity for this coinage seems to be 1654-1672. The most likely range is 
1663-1672. This fits nicely with Danforth's speculation that they were made in 
1667-1669. Something that no one else has mentioned is that some of the pieces 
have a curious number "8" as a privy mark. It seems possible that this could 
refer to 1668. 


What were the denominations? We may never know, but I am convinced that they were 
not farthings and halfpennies. I do believe that when they were taken to New 
Jersey, the smaller pieces were pressed into circulation as halfpence. Other than 
that, there is no evidence of their intended face value. Assuming they were made 
in the 1660's they would have been considerably heavier than anything else then 
in circulation. The local tokens they were supposed to replace were only a 
fraction of the size and weight of the Saint Patrick pieces. At that time the 
Royal Mint had no burning interest in producing minor coins, and not enough 
copper to make heavy pieces. 


Further, the St. Patrick pieces are intentionally made in a style that would be 
better suited to precious metal coins. The reeded edge and brass security 
splasher were too costly and certainly not needed for heavyweight copper coins. 
It seems to me that the two sizes of St. Patrick pieces were intended as patterns 
for higher denominations, possibly the shilling and half-crown. The silver and 
gold strikings are obviously largess pieces or experimental items and not part of 
the larger production. 


I believe that the mass of St. Patrick pieces were made as Petition Tokens in 
order for Blondeau to secure a patent to make coins for Ireland. He quite 
possibly made them for Lord Ormand. The production was large enough to be placed 
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into circulation, but too costly to sustain further coinage whether as minor 
copper coins or token representing higher denominations. 


Blondeau's secret production methods were indeed secret. He did not share them 
with the Tower Mint even while he worked for them on improving their equipment in 
1662. Instead, he worked at Drury House, using the five screw-presses that he had 
purchased from Poland. It is significant that even the Tower Mint could not seem 
to afford such heavy equipment at that time. 


Was Blondeau's "secret" really a super efficient production method? I see no 
evidence of that, and it seems that it may have been more of a hoax than a real 
innovation. Consider the time involved in making dies that broke frequently; the 
large number of dies that were used; the time that it took to apply the brass 
splasher to each blank prior to striking and the necessity of extracting each 
coin from the collar, if that was indeed the way he applied the reeded edge. 


In my opinion, the reeded edge on these coins was applied by the old "Castaing” 
method, not as a one-stroke operation as Blondeau wanted the Mint to believe. An 
examination of these coins shows that they all have an "upset" or "milled" edge 
that could only have been applied before the coins were struck. This is further 
confirmed by a coin that was in the Norweb collection (No. 2337) that shows 
evidence of the reeding having been applied before the design was struck. In your 
own writing in The Numismatist, 1969, you state, "the milled edge could only be 
accomplished by the planchets being squeezed and rolled between bars in a 
Castaing machine." 


These observations call for a conclusion that the Saint Patrick pieces were made 
as Petition Tokens, and that they were slow and costly to produce. Blondeau was 
lying about his production efficiency (and the Tower Mint employees called him a 
liar). He was putting his own money into making these coins and gambling on 
getting a future patent or contract. 


Now, considering these interpretations, I have to conclude that minting in the 
mid 17% century was complicated and even the Tower Mint could not keep up with 
innovations and improvements of the time. Blondeau was clever, but he keep his 
methods secret for a long time. It was not until 1679 that the French Mint 
figured things out and improved on his methods to the point that they could use 
them. The Tower did not used Blondeau's methods even after they knew about them 
(after his death in 1672) when copper planchets were available from Sweden. 


All of this is a lengthy way of saying that I am convinced that a screw-press was 
not used for minting the small issue of Willow Tree coins in Massachusetts prior 
to 1660. If the Tower Mint could not afford or understand the technique at that 
time, if certainly was not available to the struggling New Englanders. And if 
John Hull did have one, it certainly would not have been abandoned in 1660 in 
favor of the more primitive sway press that was used for the next ten years. 


Kenneth Bressett 

P.O. Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960 
kbressett@pcisys.net 


wo-nonn-n---=- === === Headers ------------- 
Return-Path: <kbressett@pcisys.com> 
Received: from rly-xb03.mx.aol.com (rly-xb03.mail.aol.com [172.20.105.104]) by air-xb05.mail.aol.com 
(v90.10) with ESMTP id MAILINXB54-1214170423; Sat, 14 Dec 2002 17:04:23 -0500 
Received: from jerry.pcisys.net (jerry.pcisys.net [207.76.102.251]) by rly-xb03.mx.aol.com (v90.10) with 
ESMTP id MAILRELAYINXB37-1214170402; Sat, 14 Dec 2002 17:04:02 -0500 
Received: from Pinetree. pcisys.com (ca1-208-205-225-10.cos.pcisys.net [208.205.225.10]) 

by jerry.pcisys.net (8.12.5/8.12.5) with ESMTP id gBEM3ZT802201 1; 
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St. Patrick pieces 
42/22/2002 11:41:59 AM Central Standard Time 


EricNumis 


KBressett@pcisys.net 
gaspar@wuchem.wustl.edu 








Dear Ken: | have delayed answering your inquiry about whether | believe the 
Castaing machine was used on the edges of the above coinage. | have consulted 
Peter Gaspar here and we have decided to take a look at my St. Patrick pieces to see 
if there is an indication at the two 180 degree points that a Castaing machine was 
used. There ought to be something uneven at those points and not a normal space 
between reeds. You may want to look at yours. That observation ought to tell us 
whether a solid collar of any kind might have been used as this should leave no 
defects at these two specific places. Eric 


Sunday, December 22,2002 America Online: EricNumis 


Page | of 1 





St. Patrick coinage 
Date: 12/26/2002 8:18:05 PM Central Standard Time 

From: Brianinalbany 

re: kbressett isys.com 

EricNumis 

Wood's $ in Am.pdf (1885714 bytes) DL Time (49333 bps): < 11 minutes 







Hello Ken and Eric, 


Happy Holidays 


| appreciate very much the comments that you (Ken) made in your e-mail of 12/14/02 in regard to the St. 
Patrick coinage. 


My comments are as follows: 

* | agree with you that Ramage is not the likely minter. In the 1650s, when he 
competed with Blondeau to produce prototype coins with edging, he was 
unsuccessful. By the 1660s, he was basically out of favor at the mint. 

* Roiter may have done the engraving as you suggested. Since Blondeau was 
involved in a coining project with Johnson, who was Roiter's smith, it would seem 
likely that Roiter may have participated -- an interesting point. 

* The assigned value for these coins is still a mystery. But, | am more inclined to 
go along with the farthing and halfpence designations for the coppers. However, 
this topic is most interesting. Maybe when | am next in Ireland conducting some 

research, | might come across something. As of now, | have no direct information 
as to denomination. Still, the St. Patrick "farthing" is of the same weight as 
petitioning farthings of the 1660s. This point draws me to the designation of the 
smaller coins as farthings. As always, more room for research. 

* | agree with you that | doubt that Blondeau's process was a "super efficient 
production method." And in the 1650s, Blondeau's methods were proclaimed by 

the mint workers to be a "hoax." But, | do believe that his methods were an 
advancement in the field of coining technology. The secrecy surrounding his 
operations and the royal patent that protected his methods, indicates that his 
methods, efficient or not, were deemed significant to grant him special protect of 
his activities at the mint. 


The joy of research is that more questions always stem from what one is doing. And, more research is always 
needed. | am sure that additional material shall be found in the years to come. There is one numismatist who 
has written me since the article appeared, insisting that these coins were made in the 1640s without offering 
any subsistence to his assertion. That is the joy -- | guess -- of putting forth a new interpretation. 

| appreciate your comments very much. 

Cheers, 


Brian 


PS. | do not know if you have seen a prior article that | wrote for the CNL in regard to William Wood's 
Hibernia coppers. | attach it just in case you may not have seen it. 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. John M. Griffee January 14, 2003 
5623 SW 89" Place 
Ocala, FL 34476 


Dear John: 








In your forthcoming book on St. 
going to say about the silver and gold forgeries. 

Long ago I wrote about the farmer in “A snake breeds a St. Patrick shilling” or 
something like that. I did not know about the gold forgery at that time but learned a lot 
soon afterward. I stopped Bowers & Ruddy from selling it and the Norwebs then gave it 
to ANS. I never found out if the silver piece and the gold piece were from the same dies. 


trick coinage pieces I wonder what you are 


Would you enlighten me? 


My best, 


ba 


Eric P. Newman 
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Subj: Re: ANS 

Date: 1/25/2003 5:15:06 PM Central Standard Time 
From: gaspar@wuchem.wustl.edu 

10: EricNumis@aol.com 


Sent from the Internet (Details) 


Dear Eric, 

I'm sorry we haven't spoken in several weeks. | have been swamped 
with proposal writing, now completed for the moment, and university duties. 

| finally read that review by Hoge, and it is outrageous. But 
even worse is the recently arrived AJN. Six of the ten papers are by ANS 
Council members and staff. Either there has been a dramatic downturn in 
manuscript submissions from European scholars, or Dr. Wartenberg isn't 
interested in publishing them. | regard this as the weakest issue of AJN 
or MNM that | can remember. Something like 12 of the 20 plates illustrate 
ANS acquisitions, many of dubious significance. If we can't do better, we 
shouldn't be publishing AJN. 

Hope we can examine St. Patricks pieces soon. 

All the best. 
Peter 
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Subj: St Patrick in gold and silver 

Date: 5/16/2003 3:33:19 PM Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

To: GTrudgen 


Dear Gary: In reading page 40 the current issue of ANS Magazine | note that you have inquired about the St. 
Patrick gold piece given to ANS by the Norwebs. | believe | suggested to Stacks that it be withdrawn from their 
then current auction because | felt it was a forgery. The Norwebs then gave it to ANS. 

| was unaware of this piece at the time | wrote A SNAKE BREEDS A ST PATRICK FARTHING. 

| am very interested in what you think and what Danforth is going to say about it if anything tomorrow at the 
COAC. Will you keep me advised? 

Eric 
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Subj: Re: St Patrick in gold and silver 

Date: 5/17/2003 6:05:20 AM Central Standard Time 
From: GTrudgen 

To: EricNumis 


In a message dated 5/16/2003 4:33:19 PM Eastern Standard Time, EricNumis writes: 


In reading page 40 the current issue of ANS Magazine | note that you have inquired about the St. Patrick gold 
piece given to ANS by the Norwebs. | believe | suggested to Stacks that it be withdrawn from their then current 
auction because | felt it was a forgery. The Norwebs then gave it to ANS. | was unaware of this piece at the 
time | wrote A SNAKE BREEDS A ST PATRICK FARTHING. 


Hello Eric, 

| inquired about the Norweb St. Patrick gold piece when | wrote the editorial in CNL for the 
issue containing Brian Dansforth's paper on the origin of the St. Patrick coinage. | accept the 
conclusion that the piece is a forgery. | do not know what Brian will say in his COAC paper, if 
anything, about this piece. 

How's the Albany church penny article coming along? 


Gary 
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Subj: greetings and a question 
Date: 9/15/2003 2:47:57 PM Central Standard Time 
From: gaspar@wuchem.wustl.edu 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Dear Eric: 


I'm just back from four days in Munich where | gave a keynote lecture at a 
pan-European conference in my major research area of silicon 
chemistry. The lecture went well, and it was an interesting meeting. 

Hope that you and Evelyn are thriving. Just wanted to say hello, and also 
ask whether you have the address of Dr. Danforth of St. Patrick coppers 
fame. A numismatic friend of mine is trying to reach him to ask the source 
of one of his references in his long Colonial Newsletter article. 

All the best. 

Peter 
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St. Patrick Coinage Discovery 
by 
Leo Shane; Warminster, PA 


(TN-190) 


In CNL 121, Dr. Brian Danforth presented an excellent article on Who, When, Where and Why the 
St. Patrick coinage was minted. One of the important facts revealed in this article was the 
identification of an invention by Peter Blondeau. His one-step process for striking coins while also 
imprinting lettering or reeding on the edge was a cost-savings to the more expensive two-step 
technology then in use. It was also less costly than the segmented collar technology also used 
at that time. Blondeau’s invention was instrumental in his production of the coins of Charles II in 
1660. It is also a key reason to believe he is the minter of St. Patrick coinage. 


Figure 1 presents a photo of a St. 
Patrick farthing believed to be struck 
with a segmented collar. Two edge 
photos of this farthing are shown in 
Figure 2 to illustrate the “line” through 
the reeding, which is a diagnostic of 
the segmented collartechnology. This 
occurs where the two parts of the 
segmented collar meet during strik- 
ing. Thisis contrary to the hypothesis 
by Danforth that St. Patrick coinage 
was minted by Blondeau using his 
new invention. Dr. Danforth and oth- 
ers have examined the coin and all 
agree that the diagnostic “line” is con- 
sistent with a coin struck with a seg- 
mented collar. 


Figure 1: St. Patrick farthing believed to have been 
struck with a segmented collar. [Shown 1.5X actual 


The existence of this coin in no way 
disproves the many facts presented 
in Danforth’s article. It is speculated 
that in a fashion similar to the striking 
of Charles II coins, Blondeau may 
have employed an array of methods 
to produce as many coins as quickly 
as possible. If this is true, this would 
mean thatthe coin pictured was struck 
early in the manufacture of St. Patrick 
coinage before the one-step single 
collar technology was fully adopted. This is an area for further study and can only be confirmed 
after an examination of a large number of coins. 


Figure 2: Two edge photos of the coin illustrated above 
showing the diagnostic line attributed to segmented 
collar technology. 





Colonial collectors immerse themselves 
in three-day show devoted to specialty 


Collectors of Colonial coins participated 
in a digital photography seminar during the 
Colonial Coin Collectors Club convention 
Nov. 6-9 in Boston. 

As in the past, the group’s convention was 
held in conjunction with the Bay State 
Show, reports C4 President Ray Williams. 

The three-hour photography seminar by 
Neil Rothschild, assisted by Coin World 
columnist Dan Freidus (“Colonial Ameri- 
cana’’), introduced all aspects of numismat- 
ic digital photography. 

On Nov. 7, Volker Thomsen and Debbie 
Schatzlein from Niton Corp. of Billerica, 
Mass., tested more than 300 Colonial coins 
at C4’s bourse table. Thomsen and Schat- 
zlein, with assistance from Ray Turcotte, 
performed nondestructive testing to deter- 
mine the percentage of various metals in 
the coins. The results of the analysis will be 
used in many aspects of numismatic 
research of that time, according to 
Williams. 

The club also hosted a New Jersey copper 
symposium, moderated by Williams. 

During the symposium, Q. David Bowers 
reminisced about collecting Colonial coins 
in the “early days.” 

Other speakers were John Kraljevich, 
who talked about Maryland coinage and 
the people involved. Mike Packard demon- 
strated how to attribute different die vari- 
eties of the 1788 Massachusetts cents. 

On Nov. 8, Packard gave a presentation 
about Massachusetts coppers aimed at the 
nonspecialist. 

On Saturday evening, the John Griffee 
Collection of St. Patrick Farthings was 
offered at auction. Griffee’s coins were the 
core consignment of the 675-lot auction, 





Image courtesy Ray Williams. 
MARK NEWBY , left, greets collector 
John Griffee before the C4 auction. 
Newby is a direct descendant of the 
original Mark Newby who brought St. 
Patrick farthings to New Jersey from 
Ireland in the 1600s. Griffee’s St. Patrick 
farthing collection was the core of the 
C4 auction. 


according to Williams. The auction was 
conducted by McCawley & Grellman, cat- 
aloged by Tom Rinaldo and called by Ron 
Guth. Immediately before the auction, 
Mark Newby joined the group and greeted 
Griffee. Newby is a direct: descendant of 
the original Mark Newby who brought the 
St. Patrick’s coins to New Jersey from Ire- 
land in the 1600s. The auction brought 
$330,000 before buyer’s fees. 

For more information about C4, visit the 
club Web site at www.colonialcoins.org. 
Contact Williams in writing at 924 Norway 
Ave., Trenton, NJ 08629, or via e-mail at 
njraywms@optonline.net. GD 
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Precious Metals and Bullio C ins : 


CAI P 
QULU 


London PM 1.0000 _.999 _ $378.95 _ $383.50 —* $387.80 —«$389.70 ~—_—«$395.40 
“American Eagle 1.0000 _—.917 20.16 25.21 29.97 32.08 38.40 
“Australian Nugget $100 1.0000__.999 $401.69 $406.51 $411.07 $413.08 ~— $419.12 
Austrian 100 corona 0.9803 _.900-_ $377.06 $381.58 $385.86 —« $387.75 —_— $393.42 
*Vienna Philharmonic 1.0000_ _.999 _$407.37___ $412.26 $416.89 $418.93 $425.06 
“British Britannia £100 1.0000_.917 _$401.69 $406.51 $411.07, $413.08 ~—- $419.12 
*Canadian Maple Leaf $50 1.0000 _.999 $409.27 $414.18 $418.82 $420.88 ~— $427.03 
*Mexican 50 peso 1.2057 _ _.900 __ $473.69 $479.38 $484.75 $487.13 $494.25 
“South African Krugerrand _1.0000__.917__ $387.45 ~—_— $392.00 $396.30 $398.20 $403.90 


Fine 


ft 
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London PM 1.0000_.999 _ $756.00 __ $759.00 _ $761.00 _—‘ $760.00 _ $772.00 
“American Eagle $100 1.0000 _.999 27.82 1.11 3.30 2.20 5.34 
*Isle of Man Noble 1.0000 _.999 1.36 04 66 .60 18.32 


— Se of Man Noble _____1.0000 _.999 _ $801.36 _ $804.54 _ $806.66 $805.60 __‘$818.32 
“Australian Koala $100 1.0000 _.999 __ $812.70 __ $815.93 $818.08 $817.00 $829.90 
“Canadian Maple Leaf $50_1.0000__.999__ $812.70 $815.93 $818.08 ‘$817.00 _ $829.90 


c ER 




























London PM 1.0000 __.999 97 97 06 .08 32 


=ondon i“—__—________—1.0000 _.999 ___ $4.97__$4.97__—s $5.06 $5.08 ~—>— $5.32 
American Eagle dollar 1.0000 __.999 $7.95 $7.95 $8.10 $8.13 $8.51 
Mexican Libertad 1.0000 _.999 $7.21 $7.21 $7.34 $7.37 $7.71 
Canadian Maple Leaf $5 1.0000 __.999 $7.21 $7.21 $7.34 $7.37 $7.71 


U.S. silver coins $1,000 ba .900 075 075 149 166 362 


U.S. silver half dollars $1,000 bag 400 _—$1,749 $1,749 $1,781 $1,788 $1,873 


Prices listed in the Precious Metals and Bullion Coins chart are retail ask prices 
and are compiled from many sources, all of which are believed to be reliable. Indi- 
vidual dealers’ selling prices can and will vary. Readers are advised to confirm prices 
and terms on date of purchase. . 










Half the Space, 


wice the Value! 





sure to check our website at www.nactcoin.com for hundreds of 
additional certified treasures in all price ranges. Do you receive our free 
newsletter? Just give us a call or drop us a line for a free subscription! 
Let us hear from you! 


Dollars 
1879-CC, GSAINGC MS61. These are so rare to find in GSA holders! Sharply struck with 
original white surfaces that show a trace of PL to them. $4,900 


1889-CC, NGC VF30. The key issue of the Carson City Morgans and a coin that is always 
in demand like a 1909-S V.D.B. cent, a High Relief $20 or a 1916-D dime. Truly a magic 
date! A natural gray VF with choice surfaces and a highly pleasing overall look. $1,625 


1890-CC, GSAJNGC MS61. There are so many collectors building GSA sets and so few 
examples of this date in GSA holders. A white example with no major distractions. $2,100 


1891-CC, GSAINGC MS61. A white specimen with an excellent strike. Good luster and an 
extra-nice reverse. $1,825 


1901 Morgan, PCGS MS64. Here is one of the best ’01-P dollars in the world! Only three 
pieces have graded higher than this outstanding example. It’s fully struck, with icy luster 
that is about 50 times bolder than is usually seen for this date. The surfaces are clean, the 
coin is 100% white and they eye-appeal is A++ all the way. There are a couple of minuscule 
hairlines on this coin that keep it from grading MS65, but you'll still be amazed at how nice 
this coin is, especially if you’ve spent years looking for a choice one. The best! $51,000 


indian 
1909-0, NGC MS63. Talk about a coin that you rarely see! This is the only New Orleans 
Mint $5 Indian and it’s a true rarity in Mint State, especially in MS63 and better condition. 
Only 34,200 pieces were struck and this is one of the nicest that we have ever handled. Nice 
yellow color, clean surfaces, and an extremely strong strike that includes a bold mint mark. 
A date collectors delight! $45,000 


10 indian 

1907 Rolled Edge, PCGS MS66. Here is one of the great treasures of the 20th century! Only 
500 pieces were reportedly struck, then 458 examples were melted, leaving a net mintage of 
just 42 coins. The Rolled Edge is the most beautiful rendition of this great design, 
especially when the coin is in such outstanding condition as this. Only two examples have 
graded higher over the years. An orange masterpiece, with superb surfaces that are 
original, clean, fully struck and richly lustrous. A gorgeous piece of numismatic art for the 
finest collection. $150,000 


20 St. u 

MCMVII High Relief, Wire Edge, PCGS MS66. Have you been waiting for a showstopper 
High Relief for your collection, the one coin that takes this design to the maximum in eye- 
appeal and "I’ve got to have it" desirability? This is it! A truly sensational coin, with a full 
strike, immaculate surfaces, remarkable luster and almost indescribable visual impact. It’s 
no wonder that this is the most popular coin in the world in its price range. All Gem- 
quality High Reliefs are great coins, of course, but this one is so special that you’ll be 
forgiven for showing it off with unabashed pride. Call now to reserve it! $55,000 


L- Ggieey eae 
Home of the World’s Finest Coins 
1-800-359-4255 


18022 Cowan, Suite 103 « Irvine, CA 92614 


www.NACTcoin.com 
email: info@nactcoin.com 
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